and Patterson 2016; Lee, Porter, and Comfort 2014; Roberts 2004; Western 2018; Wildeman, Schnittker, and Turney 2012) . Second, we have estimates of the cumulative risk of imprisonment for American adults and the cumulative risk of parental imprisonment for American children but not the cumulative risk of lower levels of incarceration, such as spending time in jail. If we do not take into account these other types of incarceration and other types of family relationships, we will underestimate the share of people affected by the growth of incarceration since the early 1970s.
The Family History of Incarceration Survey (FamHIS) fills in these gaps in research by generating nationally representative estimates of the cumulative prevalence of incarceration and the incarceration of a family member across a range of family member types. It also enables us to study how these experiences are associated with survey respondents' health, opinions about the criminal justice system, and civic participation. In this article, we focus on the prevalence of family member incarceration. Although FWD.us has already published some of the descriptive statistics reported here (Elderbroom et al. 2018) , we include additional information of special importance to research and academic audiences. Specifically, we (1) provide a more in-depth discussion of the rationale behind the survey, the survey weights, and how the data map on to the general population and (2) calculate confidence intervals for all estimates. In addition, we extend the analysis to consider (3) how the likelihood of having a family member incarcerated varies by both race and education and (4) survey respondents' own risk of incarceration. Future research using these data will explore how having a family member incarcerated is related to the outcomes listed previously.
In the next section, we describe our sample. Then we discuss the questionnaire, which is reproduced in its entirety in Appendix A. We close with a brief discussion of the findings, conclusions, and next steps.
Survey Methods
The sample relies on the probability-based AmeriSpeak panel, which is maintained by NORC at the University of Chicago. More information about AmeriSpeak is available from NORC (https://amerispeak.norc.org/about-amerispeak/Pages/PanelDesign.aspx). Three features of the panel are relevant to our study. First, NORC's use of field staff for in-person recruitment helps ensure that the sample is representative of young adults, households of lower socioeconomic status, households without access to the Internet, and other hard-to-reach households. Second, because AmeriSpeak is conducted in English and Spanish, our estimates for Hispanics are not likely to be biased by language barriers. Finally, because the AmeriSpeak panel allows respondents to answer surveys online and over the phone, it minimizes the underrepresentation of respondents who prefer not to use a computer.
For our sample, a total of 4,041 people-34 percent of the 11,992 panelists initially contacted about participating in the FamHIS survey-completed an initial screener. The screener asked respondents whether they had ever had a spouse; partner; co-parent; biological, step, or adoptive parent; sibling; or child incarcerated. All 1,808 of those who responded affirmatively to this question were given the complete survey. We also randomly selected 1,009 respondents who reported that they had never had an immediate family member incarcerated to complete the full survey. This enables us to compare families that have and have not experienced the incarceration of an immediate family member.
The FamHIS data can be weighted using two weights, weight1 and weight2. As we show in the following, even the unweighted data closely match population estimates. However, these weights ensure that the FamHIS data even more closely represent the U.S. adult population. The weights, which were prepared and furnished by NORC, account for all stages of sampling and adjust the final sample to general population benchmarks. Additional detail about the construction of the survey weights is available in Appendix B.
Weight1 should be used to calculate incidence rates of having an immediate family member incarcerated. The incidence rates are based on the full sample (n = 4,041), because all respondents were asked whether they had ever had an immediate family member incarcerated. Weight2, which applies to all respondents who received the full questionnaire, should be used for all other analyses. Of the original 4,041 respondents, 1,806 reported that they have had an immediate family member incarcerated and received the full questionnaire. 1 Of the remaining 2,233 respondents, we randomly selected an additional 1,009 to receive the full questionnaire, for a total of 2,815 full questionnaire respondents. Weight2 adjusts for the fact that we subsampled among those who reported never having an immediate family member incarcerated and benchmarks all respondents who received the full questionnaire to the general population. A statistical comparison of the unweighted FamHIS, weighted FamHIS, and benchmark population-level weighted estimates from the 2012-2016 American Community Survey and General Social Survey are presented in Table 1 , with a more fine-grained breakdown by racial/ethnic group in Appendix Tables C1 through C5.
Questionnaire
The full questionnaire is reported in Appendix A. Here, we describe three types of survey questions: questions used to measure the prevalence of family member incarceration, questions used to measure the prevalence of respondents' own incarceration, and the broader suite of questions asked to measure other aspects of respondents' lives that may have been affected by the incarceration of a family member, including attitudes toward the criminal justice system, levels and types of civic participation, and overall well-being.
Measuring Family Incarceration
In designing the family member incarceration questions, we used two definitions of family: one focusing on immediate family and the other focusing on extended family to whom respondents' reported feeling close. The immediate family question began as follows:
Many people have been held in jail or prison for a night or more at some point in their lives. Please think about your immediate family, including parents; brothers; sisters; children; and your current spouse, current romantic partner, or anyone else you have had a child with. Please include step, foster, and adoptive family members.
Confidentially and for statistical purposes only, have any members of your immediate family, NOT including yourself, ever been held in jail or prison for one night or longer?
Respondents who indicated that they had experienced the incarceration of an immediate family member were subsequently asked how many family members in each category had experienced this event. We code the incarceration of a family member conservatively: Respondents were only coded as having experienced the incarceration of a family member if they responded "yes" to the immediate family member question and also specified which family member had been incarcerated. Consequently, our estimates may slightly underestimate the prevalence of having a family member incarcerated. In addition to information about immediate family members, we asked about the incarceration of extended family members. Specifically, we asked:
Now we would like you to think about any other, more extended, family members you feel close with who are not included in the earlier groups. As far as you are aware, have any of those other family members you feel close with ever been held in a jail or prison for a night or more at some point in their lives?
Respondents who answered affirmatively were given a list of relations including grandparents, grandchildren, cousins, aunts and uncles, nieces and nephews, godparents, mothersin-law and fathers-in-law, sisters-in-law and brothers-in-law, and other family members.
We asked those who answered affirmatively to questions about whether an immediate family member had been incarcerated to report the length of the longest spell of incarceration their immediate family member experienced (1 day, 2 days to a month, 1 month to a year, 1-5 years, 6-10 years, and more than 10 years). We did this to differentiate families who may have had only very brief contact with the criminal justice system from those who were likely to have had more sustained contact. Asking about the length of incarceration also enabled us to distinguish jail from prison incarceration without requiring respondents to distinguish between these types of facilities when describing the experiences of their family members. 2 We asked those who answered affirmatively to questions about whether an immediate or extended family member had been incarcerated a set of follow-up questions about their experiences with the criminal justice system as related to their family member's incarceration. If the respondent had only one immediate family member incarcerated, subsequent questions focused on that family member. If the respondent had more than one immediate family member incarcerated, we randomly selected one immediate family member to focus on. We then asked how many times that family member had been incarcerated. If the family member had been incarcerated more than once, we asked respondents to focus on the most recent incarceration. We then asked how long their family member was incarcerated, whether their family member had experienced pretrial detention or accepted a plea deal, whether they visited their family member while they were incarcerated, how they felt about any visits they made to see that family member during their incarceration, and how they felt their family member's incarceration affected them financially, among other things. For those who did not have an immediate family member incarcerated but did have an extended family member incarcerated, we asked the same set of questions, again randomly selecting an extended family member if multiple extended family members had been incarcerated and asking the respondent to focus on the family member's most recent incarceration if they had multiple spells.
The data from all of these questions have been made available free of charge both through the FWD.us website and the Roper Center for Public Opinion Research at Cornell University so that researchers can verify and extend the results presented here and in the report (Enns et al. 2018) .
Measuring Respondents' Own Incarceration
The questions about whether respondents themselves had ever been incarcerated, which were asked of everyone who completed the full survey, follow the same pattern as the questions about family member incarceration.
Additional Questions
There are two types of additional questions. The first allows us to study how the incarceration of a family member is associated with respondents' (1) experiences with police and the criminal justice system; (2) health and well-being; (3) opinions about crime, the police, the criminal justice system, and the government; (4) civic and political engagement; and (5) drug and alcohol use. We leave the analysis of these items to future work. As noted previously, all of these questions were asked of all respondents who had an immediate family member who had been incarcerated and a random selection of 1,009 respondents who had not.
The survey also includes demographic data, including respondents' political affiliation, religious denomination, race/ethnicity, age, gender, income, education, marital status, and household size. Additionally, we asked whether respondents were born in the United States.
Findings
All results presented in this article are weighted estimates of the cumulative prevalence of having a family member incarcerated at the national level. Supplementary tabulations of the disaggregated prevalence of respondents' own incarceration and the incarceration of their immediate and extended family members across sociodemographic groups not explored in the main manuscript are included in a series of four appendix tables (Appendix Tables C6-C9 ). As shown in Table 1 , even the unweighted data (Column 1) are extremely similar to the U.S. adult population (Column 3). With the exception of some small differences in the shares of those with less than a high school education and in the highest income quintile, the FamHIS estimates align with population estimates from the American Community Survey and General Social Survey almost perfectly across all categories. The weighted estimates are even more similar. Figure 1 presents estimates of the cumulative risks of having a family member incarcerated in the United States. We report point estimates and confidence interval bounds in tabular form in Appendix C. For the incarceration of an immediate family member, we present estimates both for those who reported any family member incarceration (Panel 1) and those who reported that a family member had been incarcerated for at least one year (Panel 4). We use incarceration for longer than one year as a rough proxy for imprisonment. Information on the length of the longest incarceration is available only for immediate family members. Consequently, for both extended family incarceration (Panel 2) and total family incarceration (both immediate and extended family; Panel 3), we report estimates only for incarceration of any length (for at least one night). All estimates include 95 percent confidence intervals.
Core Family Estimates
In Panel 1, we see that 45 percent of Americans have ever had an immediate family member in jail or prison. 3 Whites (42 percent) and respondents recorded as other race (34 percent), many of whom identified as Asian or identified with two racial categories, are the only groups that have cumulative risks below the national average. Hispanics (48 percent) have risks similar to the national average, and blacks (63 percent) have risks far above the national average. Although Native Americans also have a risk far above the national average (63 Figure 1 shows estimates of the number of Americans who have had an extended family member to whom they feel close incarcerated. We see that extended family member incarceration (47 percent) is roughly as common as immediate family member incarceration. With the exception of Native Americans (81 percent), for whom the data are able to provide only an imprecise estimate, blacks have the highest risk (61 percent) of having ever had an extended family member incarcerated for one night or more. The incarceration of an extended family member is also quite common for whites.
Panel 3 shows the percentage of Americans who have ever experienced any family member incarceration, including both immediate and extended family members. According to our estimates, a striking 64 percent of Americans have ever had any family member incarcerated. Blacks again experienced the incarceration of a family member at the highest rates among the groups for which we are able to generate stable estimates: Four in five black Americans have ever had a family member incarcerated for at least one night. Figure 2 examines the cumulative risk of incarceration for each type of immediate family member. The most common form of family member incarceration in the sample was sibling incarceration, a result that holds across racial/ethnic groups. More than one in four American adults have had a sibling incarcerated for at least a night (27 percent). The rate for blacks is almost double the national average (48 percent). There is limited research on the impact of sibling incarceration in childhood and adulthood (Western 2018) . These results point to the need for significantly more research on this topic. Figure 3 presents the risk of having an immediate family member incarcerated, overall and by family member type, by respondents' education level. Although those with less than a high school degree have the highest cumulative risks (60 percent), it is striking that the incarceration of a family member is prevalent across respondents' levels of education. The main dividing line is between those who have a college degree and those who do not, but even among college graduates, the incarceration of an immediate family member was common (30 percent). Still, for some family relationships, educational differences at the bottom of the education distribution were stark. For instance, roughly one in three adults with less than a high school degree have had a parent (32 percent) incarcerated. Figure 4 presents respondents' risk of having an immediate family member incarcerated by age and family member type. The growth of parental incarceration within younger age cohorts is especially notable (Panel 2). One in three (34 percent) people between 18 and 29 years old have had a parent incarcerated while just 1 in 20 (5 percent) of people 70 or older report having ever had a parent incarcerated. 
Conditional Risk Factors, Family Estimates
The FamHIS data enable us to examine the cumulative risk of family incarceration by many additional demographic characteristics, such as income level, religious and political affiliation, and foreign-born status. Furthermore, because of the large sample size (n = 4,041), we can estimate the conditional risk of family incarceration across multiple demographic characteristics. It will be especially important for future research to examine the risks associated with multiple economic and social circumstances as it is often the interaction of circumstances such as class and race that best predicts people's likelihood of being incarcerated (e.g., Western 2006) . Figure 5 reports cumulative risks of family incarceration by sex, race/ethnicity, and duration. 4 Looking at the top two panels, we see that women overall and white women in particular are more likely than men to have an immediate family member who has been incarcerated (48 percent vs. 42 percent; 46 percent vs. 38 percent, respectively). However, these differences do not exist for other racial groups, and the differences for whites disappear when we focus on immediate family members who have spent over a year incarcerated. Figure 6 shows that the cumulative risk of having a family member incarcerated declines as education levels increase. However, this decline varies dramatically across racial groups. For example, among whites with a college degree, the cumulative risk of having a family member incarcerated for more than a year is about one-fifth the rate of whites with less than a high school degree (5 percent vs. 23 percent). By contrast, blacks with at least a college degree are only half as likely to have an immediate family member incarcerated for at least a year as blacks with less than a high school degree (23 percent vs. 46 percent). These results further highlight the unequal risk of imprisonment in the United States. Blacks with a college degree are just as likely to have a family member imprisoned as whites with less than a high school degree.
Estimates of Respondents' Incarceration
Although the experience of having a family member incarcerated is the primary focus of the FamHIS study, the survey also asked about respondents' personal experiences with the jail and prison systems. Figure 7 presents estimates of the cumulative prevalence of incarceration among our respondents. It also reports variation in length of incarceration. The survey asked respondents who reported that they had been incarcerated how many times they had been incarcerated and if they had been incarcerated once, the length of that incarceration. If they had been incarcerated multiple times, it asked the length of their most recent incarceration. Using this information, Figure 7 presents mutually exclusive categories of the duration of respondents' only or most recent incarceration. These estimates are unusual because existing data only measure imprisonment, not incarceration of other kinds (Bonczar 2003; Pettit and Western 2004) . Racial disparities in the risk of incarceration are notable. For example, 31 percent of blacks have ever experienced incarceration compared to 17 percent of whites and Hispanics. It is important to emphasize that these disparities are underestimated by the data because people who are currently incarcerated are not eligible for inclusion in the FamHIS study (Pettit 2012) . In addition, people who have been to prison are a group that is especially hard to reach with traditional sampling methods (Western et al. 2016) . For these reasons, our study is better equipped to measure the prevalence of having a family member incarcerated than of having been incarcerated oneself.
Conclusion and Next Steps
Our estimates support a number of conclusions. We focus on three. First, as the initial FWD.us report using these Figure 6 . The risk of having an immediate family member incarcerated for at least a night or longer than a year by education and racial/ ethnic group. data indicated (Elderbroom et al. 2018) , having a family member incarcerated is a ubiquitous experience in the United States. Just under one in two (45 percent) Americans have ever had an immediate family member incarcerated. Roughly one in seven (14 percent) have ever had an immediate family member imprisoned-an estimate we derive by asking about incarceration for over a year. Second, although blacks and people with low levels of education experience exceptionally high rates of family member incarceration, with roughly three in five members of each of these groups reporting having ever had a family member incarcerated (63 percent for African Americans; 60 percent for people who did not complete high school), relatively more advantaged groups are far from immune to experiencing this event. People with a college degree stood out for having the lowest risks of family member incarceration, but the college advantage was much less pronounced for blacks. Moreover, in absolute terms, the overall percentage of college graduates who reported having a family member incarcerated was very high (30 percent). Finally, sibling incarceration, an experience that has received little attention (but see Western 2018) , was the most common form of immediate family member incarceration. Just over one in four (27 percent) Americans reported having ever had a sibling incarcerated; for blacks, the number was nearly one in two (48 percent). Taken together, these estimates indicate that mass incarceration is a phenomenon that has touched many American families. The incarceration of a family member is the modal experience for blacks and people with low levels of schooling.
There is much more work to be done with these data. To facilitate this work, we will release the data in two stages. At each stage, the data will be made available free of charge through the Roper Center for Public Opinion Research. In the first stage, all data related to family incarceration were made publicly available the day the FWD.us report using them was released (Elderbroom et al. 2018 ). In the second stage, the full data will be released on September 1, 2019. We eagerly anticipate what further analyses of these data will yield. We are especially interested to learn how scaling by family size affects the estimates presented here and to examine what may be driving the decreasing racial/ethnic disparities in respondents' incarceration as the length of time served increases. The release of the FamHIS Study-the first nationally representative study designed explicitly to measure family member incarceration-provides a unique opportunity to understand how mass incarceration has affected the lives of many Americans. 2 "Liberal" 3 "Slightly Liberal" 4 "Moderate" 5 "Slightly Conservative" 6 "Conservative" 7 "Extremely Conservative" 8 "Haven't thought much about it" *only preload responses IF NOT MISSING IDEO P_RELIG NUMERIC 1 "Protestant (Baptist, Methodist, Non-denominational, Lutheran, Presbyterian, Pentecostal, Episcopalian, Reformed, Church of Christ, Jehovah's Witness, etc.)" 2 "Roman Catholic (Catholic)" 3 "Mormon (Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints/LDS)" 4 "Orthodox (Greek, Russian, or some other orthodox church)" 5 "Jewish (Judaism)" 6 "Muslim (Islam)" 7 "Buddhist" 8 "Hindu" 9 "Atheist (do not believe in God)" 10 "Agnostic (not sure if there is a God)" 11 "Nothing in particular" 12 "Just Christian" 13 "Unitarian (Universalist)" 14 "Other"
Appendx A (continued)
This survey will use the following RND_xx variables: Note, these are randomized in the script (NOT preloads).
RND_xx
Associated Survey Qs [FIRSTNAME] . I am calling from AmeriSpeak from NORC. We are calling you back to complete your AmeriSpeak survey. Remember, you will earn rewards for completing this survey. I'm sorry that we've missed you. We'll try to contact you again soon but please feel free to return our call any time at 888-326-9424 and enter your PIN number, [MEMBER_PIN] , to complete this survey. Thank you. Hola, este mensaje es para [FIRSTNAME] . Estoy llamando de AmeriSpeak de NORC. Le estamos regresando la llamada para completar su encuesta de AmeriSpeak. Recuerde, usted ganará premios por completar esta encuesta. Siento no haber podido contactarlo/a. Intentaremos ponernos en contacto con usted otra vez pronto, pero no dude en devolver nuestra llamada en cualquier momento al 888-326-9424 The next questions will be used to understand people's experiences with the criminal justice system. Your answers are completely confidential, and will be used only in combination with other responses to help guide efforts to improve criminal justice policies in the United States. Las siguientes preguntas serán utilizadas para comprender las experiencias de las personas con el sistema judicial. Sus respuestas son completamente confidenciales, y sólo serán utilizadas en combinación con otras respuestas para ayudar a guiar los esfuerzos para mejorar las políticas del sistema judicial en los Estados Unidos. Often when accused of a crime, a person will spend time in jail or prison before their trial starts or before they accept a plea deal. Do you recall if you spent time in jail or prison before your trial started or before you accepted a plea deal, or not? A menudo, cuando se le acusa de un delito, la persona pasa un tiempo en prisión o en la cárcel antes de que comience el juicio o antes de aceptar un trato negociado. ¿Recuerda haber pasado usted un tiempo en prisión o en la cárcel antes de que comenzara el juicio o antes de aceptar un trato negociado, o no? [CATI] : If you aren't sure, you can just say so. [CATI] : Si no está seguro/a, puede decirlo simplemente. 
Now we would like to ask you some general questions about your wellbeing and opinions Ahora nos gustaría realizarle algunas preguntas generales sobre su bienestar y sus opiniones
For the next three questions please imagine a ladder with steps numbered from zero at the bottom to ten at the top. The top step of the ladder represents the best possible life for you and the bottom of the ladder represents the worst possible life for you. Para las próximas tres preguntas por favor imagine una escalera con pasos numerados del cero en la parte inferior al diez en la parte superior. El paso superior de la escalera representa la mejor vida posible para usted y el paso inferior de la escalera representa la peor vida posible para usted.
[
SHOW IMAGE OF LADDER TO THE RIGHT OF THE TEXT AND RESPONSE OPTIONS FOR CAWI] [SP]
Q27. Indicate where on the ladder you feel you personally stand right now. Indique en qué lugar de la escalera siente que usted está personalmente parado/a ahora mismo.
[CATI] DO NOT READ RESPONSE OPTIONS TO R [CATI] Read TO R IF NECESSARY: The top rung of the ladder, a ten, represents the best possible life for you and the bottom rung of the ladder, a zero, represents the worst possible life for you. El escalón superior de la escalera, un diez, representa la mejor vida posible para usted y el escalón inferior de la escalera, un cero, representa la peor vida posible para usted. Q29. Now imagine the top of the ladder represents the best possible financial situation for you, and the bottom of the ladder represents the worst possible financial situation for you. Please indicate where on the ladder you stand right now. Ahora imagine que la parte superior de la escalera representa la mejor situación financiera posible para usted, y la parte inferior de la escalera representa la peor situación financiera posible para usted. Por favor indique en qué lugar de la escalera está usted ahora.
[ Slightly Agree 4.
Neither Agree nor Disagree 5.
Slightly Disagree 6. Disagree 7.
Strongly Disagree
1.
Muy de acuerdo 2.
De acuerdo 3.
Apenas de acuerdo 4.
Ni de acuerdo ni en desacuerdo 5.
Apenas en desacuerdo 6.
En desacuerdo 7.
Muy en desacuerdo CATI CATI: Would you be…
Asistido a reuniones de padres y profesores/reuniones de grupos de la escuela 2.
Asistido a reuniones de grupos de la comunidad 3.
Donado sangre 4.
Donado dinero a la caridad o a la iglesia 5.
Trabajado para la caridad o para la iglesia Gracias por su tiempo hoy. Para ayudarnos a mejorar la experiencia de los miembros de AmeriSpeak como usted, por favor envíenos sus comentarios sobre esta encuesta.
[RED TEXT -CAWI ONLY] If you do not have any feedback for us today, please click "Continue" through to the end of the survey so we can make sure your opinions are counted and for you to receive your AmeriPoints reward.
[RED TEXT -CAWI ONLY] Si usted no tiene ningún comentario para nosotros hoy, por favor haga clic en "Continuar" hasta el final de la encuesta para que podamos hacer que sus opiniones sean contadas y para que usted pueda recibir su recompensa de AmeriPoints.
Please rate this survey overall from 1 to 7 where 1 is Poor and 7 is Excellent. Por favor califique esta encuesta en términos generales del 1 al 7, siendo 1 Pobre y 7 Excelente. We realize this survey was shorter than initially stated. However, you will still be receiving 4000 points for participating. Nos damos cuenta de que esta encuesta fue más breve de lo que fue indicado inicialmente. Sin embargo, usted seguirá recibiendo 4000 puntos por participar.
[DISPLAY] END. [CATI version] Those are all the questions we have. Raking and re-raking is done during the weighting process such that the weighted demographic distribution of the survey completes resemble the demographic distribution in the target population. The assumption is that the key survey items are related to the demographics. Therefore, by aligning the survey respondent demographics with the target population, the key survey items should also be in closer alignment with the target population. There are two sets of final study weights. WEIGHT1 includes all screener completes (n = 4,041), and these cases are weighted to the general population. For analysis of the total screener completes (n = 4,041), use WEIGHT1. A second set of weights was also created for only the final survey completes (n = 2,815). These weights are benchmarked to the general population but are adjusted for the subsampled cases family incarceration experience. For analysis of the final survey completes (n = 2,815), use WEIGHT2. Sara Wakefield is associate professor of criminal justice at Rutgers University, Newark. Her research interests focus on the consequences of mass imprisonment for the family, with an emphasis on childhood well-being and racial inequality. Most recently, she is working on several original data collection projects that leverage a variety of methods (surveys, intensive interviews, administrative data, and social network analysis) to more fully understand how social ties influence the conditions of confinement, community and family reintegration following incarceration, and social inequality.
Appendix C. Supplementary Tables
Emily Wang is an associate professor of general medicine at the Yale School of Medicine, Director of the Health Justice Lab at Yale University, and co-founder of the Transitions Clinic Network. Her research and medical practice have focused on the epidemiology of incarceration, mitigation of the community-level impacts of gun violence, and the care of individuals with histories of incarceration. She has served on the National Academy of Sciences/Institute of Medicine's committees focused on improving data collection on criminal justice system involvement and population health.
Christopher Wildeman is provost fellow for the Social Sciences, director of the Bronfenbrenner Center for Translational Research, and director of the National Data Archive on Child Abuse and Neglect at Cornell University, where he is also a professor of policy analysis and management and sociology (by courtesy). Since 2015, he has also been a senior researcher at the Rockwool Foundation Research Unit in Copenhagen, Denmark. His research and teaching interests revolve around the consequences of mass imprisonment for inequality, with emphasis on families, health, and children. He is also interested in child welfare, especially as relates to child maltreatment and the foster care system.
